THE OFFICE OF THE OIKISTIKOS: FIVE SEALS IN THE 
DUMBARTON OAKS COLLECTION 


JOHN W. NESBITT 


HE oikiotixés ranks among the more 

obscure functionaries in Byzantine civil 
administration. The original character of his 
office, together with his specific duties, is not 
clear, and while the position was important, 
it underwent a process of development which 
is not well understood. Five seals in the 


DUMBARTON OAKS SEAL COLLECTION: 


1. Acc. No. 58.106.1341 (figs. 1a—-b) 


Dumbarton Oaks Collection, one of a notarios 
of the otkistzkos and four whose owners were 
otkistikot, may help to clarify some details 
about the position. Two are of particular 
interest because they offer new information 
concerning this official. 


Lead; diam. 25 mm. Good condition; worn on the obverse; chipped on reverse, in left and right 


margins. 


Date: tenth/eleventh century. 


Obv. Rosace, within double border. On circumference: + KE¢BO)HOEIXTWCW AOVAW: 


+ K(pie (Bon Set [TH 06] SOUAW. 


Rev. Inscription: 


+KONC 
TANT, ANOV 
TIATPIK, R, A 
TIA, VK, T, K. 
CSEM, TX. 
CO. 


+Kovo- 
tavt({ve) d&v9u- 


<mr(ert)> TratpiK({o) BCaciAIKd) (TrewTo)- 


<oyTradapie) UK(10')T(1)K[O]- 
S$ (kai) érr(i) t(ov) X[p]- 
<u>oo[T(pikAivou)] 


+ K()votavtive dvSuTréte, Tatpikio, Bacilika TrpwtootraSapieo, (ol)KiotiK() Kal étri 
tou XpuvootpikAlvou. 


The engraver slipped and presents ozkistikos in the nominative rather than dative case. Such 
instances are not uncommon and the termination offers no real difficulty. The reading of the title 
is secure, although one cannot be certain about the reading of the final line. The last title could be: 


Etr(i) tou [B]eo[t(iapiou)]. 


2. Acc. No. 58.106.2219 (figs. 2a—b) 


Lead; diam. 26mm. Good state of preservation; part of inscription is outside field; part is 
chipped, in right margin. 


Date: tenth/eleventh century. 


Obv. Bust of St. Nicholas; inscription: 
<OND—KO—AA—O,: ¢*O &(y10s) Ni>KdAa0(s). 
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Rev. Inscription: 


IT, ® étr>1 T(oU) Xp(voo) [(tp1)KACivou)] 
IAT, Ol <U>1&T(e) Of{K1)- 
CTHK, KP oTNK(@) Kp<IT(H})> 
EMIT, ITM, A Eri t(ou) tirtr(0)8<p(dpou)> 
ST, ROSAA (kal) T(dv) Bou(ke)AACa)- 
P, e(loov) 


...81l tou XpuocotpikAivou, Urata, olkiot(1)k®, Kpiti él tou itrmroSpoyou Kal tdv 
BouKeAAapiov. 

3. Acc. No. 58.106.5072 (figs. 3a—b) 

Lead; diam. 29 mm.; field 24 mm. Corroded, but letters remain quite visible; hole in center. 
Date: eleventh century. 

Obv. Inscription: 


OKER, Q, O(eoTd)Ke Bot) 9(e1) 
TWCWAO TH 06 SOU(A) 
OEOOVAA Oeopurd- 
KT.REC KT[«] Beo- 
TAPXH THOXT 
Rev. Inscription: 
KPITH KPITT} 
MOIKICTI u(e)y(GAw) oikioTi- 
K@S.HPO) K® (kai) [y]npw- 
KW@MG) KOU 


OeotoKxe PonSe: TH 6 SovAwW OsopuAdKtw Beotapyn, KPITH, weyaAw ofkioTiK® Kal 
YT1P(O)K(O) Hep. 

4. Acc. No. 55.1.2125 (figs. 4a—b) 

Lead; diam. 20 mm. Excellent condition; slight chip on obverse, in left margin. 

Date: eleventh century, second half. 

Obv. Inscription: 


+KEBO K(Up1)e BCon) S(et) 
TWCWAONA, T& 06 SOUA(w) 
TEMANWA <=>Tepdveo (TrpwTo)- 
BECTHOIKI Béotn oiki- 
CTIK@® OTIKO) 
Rev, Inscription: 

TOONNE TOV VE- 
GINOPOO) wv d990- 
CEGNSKPI O€cov (Kal) KpI- 
THT@NAP TT) THv ’Ap- 

MENIAK, Weviak(dv) 


+Kupie Borde TH 06 SOVAw Ztepaven TpwTOBEOTH, CIKIOTIK® THv vécov d609actwv Kal KpITH 
Tov “Appeviakddy. 

The dignity of protovestes appears in the eleventh century, when we find datable references from 
the 1070's and 1080’s. It disappears in the twelfth century. It seems to me reasonable to date 
this seal to the second half of the eleventh century, probably to 1050-70. 
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5. Acc. No. 58.106.2984 (figs. 5a—b) 


Lead; diam. 25 mm. Good condition; portion of inscription is outside field. 


Date: tenth/eleventh century. 


Obv. Bust of St. John the Baptist; inscription: 


<OIW)SO—IP—A: <‘O &(yios) *loo(&vvns)> & T1p(6)8(pouos). 
On the circumference: WCWAOA,: < ? Kupie Bot9e1 TO 0G SOUA(w). 


Rev. Inscription: 


NOTAPI 
TOVOIKI 
TIKOV 


votapi< dé» 
Tou oiki<o)- 
TIKOU 


In terms of the Saint’s bust and the arrangement of letters this seal is similar to the design of a 
seal which G. Schlumberger reproduces (Sigillogrape de Vempire byzantin (Paris, 1884], 559). 
His seal reads: AaBid BaciAiKé votapiw tou oikioTiKoU. 


What is known about the ozkistikos from 
literary sources and documents can be sum- 
marized briefly. The otkisttskos does not 
appear in the earliest list of ranks, the Takti- 
kon Uspenskij (842-43), but he is mentioned 
in the Treatise of Philotheos (899) and the 
Takitkon of the Escurial (971-75).1 Chryso- 
bulls attest the use of the title until the late 
decades of the eleventh century, the last 
datable mention occurring in 1088. At first, 
the otkisitzkos was a subordinate functionary 
of the AoyoSetns Tou yevixou (the logothete 
of the public treasury).* By the eleventh cen- 
tury, the otkistizkos had gained in prominence 
and directed an independent office with a 
number of subordinates, the Jogariastat, 


1 N. Oikonomidés, Les listes de préséance 
byzantines des [Xe et Xe siécles (Paris, 1972), 
113, 155, 233, 273. No mention is made in the 
Takttkon Benegevié (934-44). 

2 Actes de Lavra, eds. P. Lemerle, A. Guil- 
lou, and N. Svoronos, I (Paris, 1970), no. 32 
(1057), p.194; no. 33 (1060), p. 198; no. 36 
(1074), p.210; no. 38 (1079), p.219; no. 43 
(1081), p.240; no. 44 (1082), p. 244; no. 45 
(1084), p. 247; no. 48 (1086), p. 259. F. Mik- 
losich and J. Miller eds., Acta et dipblomata 
Graeca medit aevi sacra et profana, IV (Vienna, 
1871), no. x (1049), p. 316; ibid., V (1887), 
no. 11 (1045), p. 4; no. v (1074), p. 138; no. vr 
(1079), p. 9; ibid., VI (1890), no. v (1079), p. 21; 
no. vI (1079), p. 23; no. vir (1087), p. 28; 
no. XIII (1088), p. 48. 

§ Oikonomidés, op. cit., 113 and 313. See 
also J.B. Bury, The Imperial Administrative 
System in the Ninth Century (London, 1911), 88; 
R. Guilland, ‘“‘Les logothétes,’’ REB, 29 (1971), 
15. 


notariot (see our seal no. 5, a notarios of the 
otkistikos), chartulario1, etc.4 The Fiscal Trea- 
tise describes one of the responsibilities of the 
office. Discussing properties which had been 
accorded tax exemptions, the treatise states 
that in the reign of Leo VI (886-912) such 
properties were summarily registered in the 
xaptia of the bureau of the otkistikos.® 
Sigillography advances our knowledge of 
this office. As noted above, by the eleventh 
century the office of the otkisttkos had grown 
from a subordinate to an independent bureau. 
Our seal no. 3 apprises us of a further stage in 
development. It bears the inscription of a 
certain Theophylakt, vestarches, judge, grand 
otkistikos, and gerokomos. For the first time 
we hear of a megas, or “grand,” otkistikos, 
implying that the office has increased signifi- 
cantly in personnel. The grand otkistikos 
directs a number of “‘lesser’’ otkistikot. It is 
interesting to note that in the case of two 
seals the owner is both an otkistikos and a 
thematic judge. The anonymous owner of 
seal no. 2 is an otkistikos and a judge of the 
Hippodrome and of the theme of the Boukel- 


4 See the remarks of F. Délger, ‘‘Beitrage 
zur Geschichte der byzantinischen Finanzver- 
waltung, besonders des 10. und 11. Jahrhun- 
derts,” ByzArch, 9 (1927), 91; V. Laurent, 
“Sceaux byzantins inédits,” BZ, 33 (1933), 
356-57. For seals of subordinates, see Schlum- 
berger, op. cit., 559; B. A. Panéenko, ‘‘Katalog‘ 
molivdovulov‘,”” Izvestija russkago arheologites- 
hago instituta v‘ Constantinopolé, 9 (Sofia, 1904), 
342. 

5 Délger, op. cit., 117 and 91. 
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larioi, while Stephan, the owner of seal no. 4, 
is an otkisttkos and judge of the theme of the 
Armeniakoi. The mention on these seals of 
the charge of otkistikos in conjunction with 
another charge where the name of a theme 
appears strongly suggests that at least on 
occasion the bureau had representatives in 
the provinces. This notion gains further cred- 
ibility from a description of an otkistikos in a 
document of 1049: “‘the oikisttkos who is the 
judge in the theme of the Thrakesians.’’® 
The seal of Stephan the ozkistikos reveals 
that in the eleventh century the sphere of the 
office’s responsibilities further expanded. He 
is called specifically an otkistikos téSv véwv 
dpIwotwv. Before proceeding further, an ex- 
planation of the word épSwors is in order. 
The word has a general meaning of ‘a 
straightening,’ ‘‘a correction,” or ‘‘a rectifi- 
cation,’ but, more importantly, a technical 
meaning: the reimposition of taxes on a piece 
of land. We find this technical sense of the 
word in the Fiscal Treatise.’ The term applies 
to instances where emigrants return and 
again assume ownership of their land, but 
to encourage the return of farmers to their 
land, the reimposition of taxes (6p9wo1s) pro- 
ceeds according to a gradual schedule of pay- 
ments; the whole tax obligation is not reim- 
posed all at once. In view of the farmers’ 
penury, the first inspector (the efoptes) im- 
poses only a sixth of their tax portion, the 
second inspector a half, and the third inspec- 
tor a third. In the case of Stephan, the phrase 
TOV vewv SpIwotov relates to this procedure. 
Moreover, it reflects a change in taxation. The 
phrase implies an alteration in the dpSwors: 
the reimposition of a new form of taxation, 
in contrast to the old; but just how it dif- 
fered is a matter of speculation. Quite pos- 
sibly there was a change in the schedule for 
the reimposition of taxes. The important 
point, for purposes of this paper, is that an 
otkistikos supervised this alteration. 


>? 


§ ...d7& Tot Oéatos THv Opaxnalov Sixdlov 
olxiotikés...: Miklosich and Miiller, op. cit., IV, 
316. 

7 Dolger, op. cit., 119. Cf. G. Ostrogorsky, 
Die landliche Steuergemeinde des byzantinischen 
Retches im X. Jahrhundert (Amsterdam, 1969), 
75. The word also appears in its technical sense 
in an isokodikon of Radolibus: N. Svoronos, 
Recherches sur le cadastre byzantin et la fiscalité 
aux XIe¢ et XITe siécies (Athens—Paris, 1959), 131. 


I do not believe that Stephan’s activities 
represent a basic departure from the long- 
term historical responsibilities of the bureau 
which he represents. His charge involves, it 
seems to me, fiscal registration and tax tabu- 
lation. Such, it appears, were the general 
duties of the office in its early phases. Oikono- 
midés and Guilland have focused on the root 
meaning of otkistikos and have attempted to 
define the original cast of the office in terms 
of the word's derivation. Both have suggested 
that the word is connected with o1ko1, meaning 
crown property.’ According to Oikonomidés, 
the office was connected with land registra- 
tion. The otkisttkos kept a separate register 
of crown property. What is striking about 
Stephan’s activities is the specific area in 
which he discharges his duties of fiscal regis- 
tration, since the 6pSwos is a general tax 
pertaining to all categories of property. It is 
impossible to explain how an otkistikos 
should come to superintend a general tax. I 
can only offer this observation. We know 
that the office of the otkistikos kept summary 
registrations of lands which had been ex- 
empted from the basic tax. It could be that in 
time the bureau began to keep records of a 
wider category in regard to lands which did 
not produce tax revenue, such as those which 
were granted short- or long-term tax relief 
and land which had fallen vacant. If this is 
true, then the recording of tax reimpositions 
would simply be the reverse of the main- 
tenance of records on vacant land, and the 
task of reimposing taxes would reasonably 
fall within the scope of duties of an otkistikos, 
as our seal of Stephan attests. 

In summary, I think it fair to say that our 
seals show that the office attained a greater 
level of prominence than has been generally 
accepted. Although we cannot better explain 
the origins of the office, its development is 
more clearly revealed. We know more con- 
cerning the increase in its personnel and the 
expansion of its area of activities. However, 
the interpretation to be placed on the latter 
will no doubt remain a matter of debate.® 


® Oikonomidés, of. cit., 313; Guilland, op. 
cit., 15. 

* I should like to express here my thanks to 
Prof. Oikonomidés for reading this paper in 
manuscript and for giving generously of his 
time in discussing it. 
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